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ANOTHER IMPORTANT SUBJECT 
CONSIDERED. 


As it is contended, by those who hold the doctrine of 
a future state of punishment, that the contrary opinion 
is ‘* subversive of a just sense of our accountability to 
God, and the proper distinction between virtue and 
vice, and, consequently, lessens the motives to virtue, 
and gives force to the temptations of sin,” | propose to 
suggest some thoughts on this important subject. 

No serious or thoughtful person can think it strange, 
that those who endeavor to persuade people to believe, 
that our heavenly Father has, in infinite wisdom and 
goodness, rendered the way of tbe tranegressor hard, 
and the ways of wisdom pleasant, in the present life ; 
and that the present consequences of sin are entirely 
sufficient, if duly considered, to dissuade from vice ; 
aud that the present benefits of doing justly, loving 
mercy, and walking humbly with God, are adequate 
inducements to lead us in the way of righteousness, 
should feel desirous of refuting ay statements, which 
are opposed (o such a reasonable sentiment. The strag- 
gle has been long and severe, in which all who profes- 
sed to believe in the final salvation of all men, have 
been attacked with the accusation of holding a doc- 
trine which destroys all distinction between virtue and 
vice, subverts our ncconntability to God, and induces 
to the commission ofevery vice. But we have vviform- 
ly triumphed over our adversaries, when we fook their 
own words for our weapons. For more than thirty 
years I have been engaged in the cause of God’s uni 
versal salvation; and well remember, when very young 
and inexperienced, to have humbled Rev. and learned 
divines, when they attacked me on this subject, by 
sayiig to (bem, as Nathan said to David, ** Thou art 
the man.” Yes, 1 wonld tell my reverend opposer, 
that his religion, his piety, and all his virtues were 
founded on the fear of bell in another world. 1 would 
proceed—You, sir, profess to love God, yet you ac- 
Knowledge that you would not love bim if you were not 
in feor of bell; you profess to love the Redeemer, who 
died for you, but you acknowledge you wonld not love 
hie: if you were not in fear of a lake of fire and brim- 
stove; you constantly attend to acts of devotion only 
Yecanse you fear damnation; you would lie, steal, in- 
dulge in drunkenness and all uncleanness if it were not 
for this fear of torment bereafter; you would rob and 
murder if the fear of hel) did not deter you; you prac- 
tice the domestic virtues, and provide for your com- 
panion and children, only because you dread the tor- 
ments of hell. Now Rev. Sir, be so good as to inform me 
if you are not convinced, either that you are a consum- 
mate hypocrite,or that your argumeut,that universal sal- 
vation is a hicentious doctrine,is false ? Such replies have 
bever failed to make the opposer ashamed,& to convince 


those who heard our arguments, that orthodoxy, with | 
all its learning and arts, was utterly inconsistent with | 


its own pretentions. 
But what shall | do now? My brethren, who have 
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been accused, with me, of holding Jicentious doctrine, | 


because they did not believe in endless torment, now f 


accuse me of bolding licentious doctrine because I be-} 
lieve that neither sin nor misery extends beyond 
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will, in order to bring them to their senses, answer 
them as 1 answer those who found their religion and 
virtue on the fear of endless misery. 1 will tell my 
brethren, as Nathan told David, ** Thou art the man.” 
Yes, you, brethren, would acknowledge no accounta- 
bility to God if a state of torment, in the future world, 
was not a part of your creed; you would respect vice 
as much as virtue if the fear of future punishment did 
not make the distinction; and if this fear should loose 
its hold, and you should believe that neither sin or mis- 
ery will exist in a future state, this belief would add 
force to the temptations of sin, and you would indulge 
in all manner of iniquity. You would not Jove God, 
you would not love the Redeemer, you would not love 
your families, you would not Jove your neighbors ; no, 
brethren, you would not Jove your bearers, who boun- 
tifully supply your tables with ell good things, if you 
did not believe that damnation in the future state 
would be your dreadful lot, if you did not! But who 
am | talking to now? 1 am speaking to my brethren, 
who, in former time, have been accused with me of 
holding licentious doctrine ; and who, like veterane in 
war, bave successfully repelled the attacks of the ene- 
my who fought us with the weapons which these now 
use against me! And now | solemnly call on them to 
reflect, and consider, whether all their pretentions to vi- 
tal religion, and love of all the amiable virtues, is not 
rank bypocrisy, or their accusation of licentious doc- 
trine against me is erroneous. | aw confident that one 
of these is true ; and | am happy im believing it is the 
latter. " 

I will now inquire, why a belief, that all the sin, 
which is committed in this mortal state, is punisbed here 
in the hody, is ** subversive of a just sense of our ac- 
countability to God?” This proposition is most mani- 
festly absurd. It amounts to the same as it would to 
say; if a schoo]-master should inform his echolars that 
he would punish every delinquent at his school, before 
the time for which he was engaged should expire, it 
would be subversive of a just sense of their accounta- 
bility to him? The fact is, the nearer retribution for 
transgression is brought, the more sensible the mind is 
rendered of accountableness, and the more powerfully 
does it operate to restrain. ‘* To the law and to the 
testimony: if they speak not according to this word, 
it is because there ie no light in them.” 
ine the whole law, with al] its dreadful curses, which 
was given by Moses, we shall find that all the punish- 
ments, which were threatened, were restricted to this 
state of existence, and declared to be according to the 
sins for which they should be inflicted. Now let us se- 


rioysly consider how the statement, under considera-- 


tion, will apply to the whole law, which God gave by 
Moses. The statement, under consideration, contends, 
that as the punishments denounced in the law were 
confined to this mortal state, the law is subversive of a 
just sense of our accountability to God! 

But my opposers are more subtle than wise. They 
contend, that ifa person who dies in the actual perpe- 
tration of a crime, is not punished in a future state of 
existence, for this crime, he is not punished at all.— 
Here they have presented us with a subject concerning 
which the inspired law-giver of Israel] was entirely si- 
lent, concerning which the whole volume of divine rev- 
elation is entirely silent ; and now to prevent this si- 
lence from being subversive of a just sense of our ac- 
countability to God, my accusing brethren have, ** in 
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how do they know, that even in the instance to whick 
they refer, the tranegressor does not experience a bit- 
terness of soul corresponding with the moral natore of 
the crime? This they do not inform us. But they tell 
us that they “believe that it is demonstrated by the 
bible and universal experience, that all sinful actions 
are punished here or hereafter.” Yet they have not 
farnished us with one passage of scripture which speaks 
of punishment hereafter, nor an instence, wherein ez- 
perience demonstrates this fact; and | am persuaded 
that scripture and universal experience are alike ignor- 
ant of it. 

Let us ark, what does universal experience demon- 
strate eoncerning punishing men after they leave this 
mortal state? Universal experience demonstrates it! 
Well, is there a man in all the world that knows it te 
be a fact. No one will pretend this. And yet it is 
demonstrated by universal experience ! 

1 will proceed to ask how it is that a belief that all 
vice meets with its due recompence in the state of ex- 
istence where.it is practiced, is subversive of a proper 
distinction between virtue and vice? I never saw a 
propositien stated, which appeared to me to be moré 
fallacious. We might just as well say, that unless some 
people will enjoy bealth while others are sick in the 
future state, there is no proper distinction between 
heath and sickness in this world. Nor would it be any 
more absurd to say, that unless some people, hereafter, 
are nearly frozen, while others are almost suffocated 
with heat, there is no proper distinction between heat 
and cold, in this world. 

These accusing brethren say, that “‘ the proper dis- 
tinction between virtue and vice, consists in a just re- 
ward of the one, and the punishment of the other.”"— 
Very well, then the fact is, if virtue be not rewarded, 
and vice punished in this world, there is no difference 
between them here where they are practised! How 
then shall a man know what virtue is, or what vice is? 
How can we distinguish between two things between 
which there is no difference? The fact is the moral 
distinction between virtue and vice is the difference 











If we exan-; 


between meaning well, and meaning evil ; besides this 
‘moral difference we trace their physical consequences 
in society, and farther, concerning them, we know 
not. 
Let us next ask how it is that the belief thet all our 
‘virtues here are amply rewarded in the present state, 
and all our vices duly punished here, “ lessens the mo- 
tives to virtue, and gives force to the temptations of 
sin??? ‘This proposition is equally absurd as the former. 
‘We might, with equal propriety say, that to believe 
that all the reward of industry and prudence, is enjoy. 
ed here in time, would lessen the motives to industry 
and prudence ; and that the opinion that all the con- 
sequences of idleness and prodigality will be expe- 
rienced in poverty and wretchedness in the present 
i state, will give force to the temptations to idleness and 
prodigality. Can any one in Lis right mind believe 
such doctrine? But these brethren say; **On our 
scheme, virtue not only has the promise of a)] the pleas- 
ures which attends the way of well-doing here, but dis- 
tinguished rewards beyond death. There can be no 
questioned, therefore, but that the motives to virtue 
are much greater and stronger on our scheme, than on 
that which teaches, that all the reward of virtue is tim- 
ited to this life.” Here our brethren reason inconclu- 
sively ; for if all the reward of virtne, which is practis- 





this mortal state. Yes, they now accuse me 88 | the fear of God,” given us their testimony, that there | ed in this world, is recompensed on the virtuous here, 
severely as we were ever accused by the orthodox. I} wit! be a state of retribution in a future world! But’ without lesseping the enjoyments of a future state, 
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then the strength of the motive is, by this consideration | impious, , 
and conquering them, as they followed or rejected the 


increased. My young son arke me what recompense 
will be allowed hith, if he is faithful to me, in all things, 


Different nations were frequently oppressing 


worship and commands of the true God. After being 


until he is of age? J tell him, that bis recompense will | oppressed eighteen years by the children of Ammon on 


be my full approbation day by day, as much wholesome 


food as he wants, together with all needed clothing | 
with all other comforts and favors which he needs, Ile : 
then proposes to relingnish one balf of his food and rai- | 
ment, and to go hungry and half naked, and yet do his’ 
‘the illegitimate son of Gilead, is raised up to be their 


whole duty, if | will make him an equal beir with my 
other children, in my will. | reply to my child, and 
say; son, my love to you has secured to you all that 


you ask in respect to my final will, and you shall have: 


the whole recompense of well-doing, during your non- 
age. Should |, by this, lessen his motive to obedience 
and filial faithfulness? No, surely I should greatly in- 
ercase his encouragement. 

To show that the opinion which they oppose, gives 
force fo the temptations of sin, our brethren contend, 
that the robber and murderer would the more willingly 
risk losing his Jife in an adventure, 4n consequence of 
believing that he should be immediately happy after 
death. Reader, is this sound argument? Let us first 
try it. by observation and experience. These brethren 
are perspnally acquainted with those of their own par- 
ishes, who serious!y believe the doctrine which they 
represent to be of such murderous consequences. Are 
they any worse people than they are themselves? Do 
they, for the suke of going to heaven immediately rob 
and murder? Let these brethren answer. 

Look again: Ifa belief has any effect, it must be on 
the person who holds the belief. If one believes that 
all men in the next state will be holy and happy, what 
effect will this belief have on him, in regard to his fel- 
low man? Be careful; suppose | really believe, that 
jn the next state, we shall all love our God and one 
another, and that there will be no batred in that world 
to which we are all] travelling; will this cause me to 
hate my neighbor now? No, it will cause me to love 
him. Where then is the danger of my robbing or mur- 
dering him? ‘ Love worketh no ill to his neighbor.” 
But * he that hateth bis brother is in darkness” 

But do not these brethren know that orthodoxy 
stands tipto to fasten on their argument? Ifa belief 
in limeted rewards and punishments, in the future 
world, is necessary for the security of virtue’s cause 
here, then it is a fair conclusion that a belief in unlim- 
ited rewards and punishments will answer a much bet- 
ter purpose, and go infinitely farther to induce us to 
practise what is not sufficiently good in itself to com- 
mend it to our affections ; and to avoid vice, which is 
not sufficiently hateful to wean us from it. 


Jesus says ; 
** If ye love me keep my commandments,” 
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RASHNESS. 
JUDGES XI. 


The book of Judges contains no inconsiderable part 
ofthe Jewish history. It recounts (among other things) 
the alternate successes of the Jews over their enemies 
and of their enemies over them. ‘The Jews were con- 
sidered as the peculiar favored people of God—not so 
much perhaps on account of their piety as a nation; as 
an instrument in the divine hand for correcting the 
wickedness which prevailed in the world. 

The Almighty had promised them the land of Canaan ; 
after a variety of hardships and a tedious journey of 
forty years through the wilderness, they were now in 
possession of it. ‘Yet notwithstanding the peculiar pro- 
vidence and protection of the Deity, they frequently 
rebelled against him, and were as frequeutly punished. 
After the death of Moses and Joshua, their two first and 
principal leaders, they were left in somewhat of a brok- 
en state and they became more divided, turbulent, and 





account of their sins, they repent of their iniquity, con- 
fess their folly, and put away the idols which they had 
worshipped in hopes of being delivered once more from 
their subjection. It had the desired effect, their peni- 
tent confessions reach the ear of Heaven, & Jephthah, 


leader, defender and deliverer. He was not the first 
one of this description, who had been chosen to com- 
mand the armies of Israel. The whole history of this 
man, we have in the chapter just read, and in the seven 
first verses of the following one. He is represented as 
aman of real courage, although, on account of his birth, 
he had been thrust ont from the comforts and inheritance 
of his father’s house. On bis being called to office, he 
modestly reproaches his oppressors with the ingratitude 
of their conduct towards him, remonstrates with them 
on their ungenerous treatment of him, and with a man- 
ly, but not vindictive spirit, condemus their cowardly 
fears in applying for relief to a person whom they had 
once discarded. He appears likewise to have been a 
person who possessed a peaceable temper, as well as 
true valor. In the true spirit of peace, he sent a con- 
ciliating message to the king of Ammon once and again, 
after he was called to his office, in hopes to avoid the 
carnage and bloodshed that might ensue in deciding 
the dispute by force of arms. This not answering the 
desired purpose, he resolves to attack them, he goe- 
forward in the spirit of the Lord, to obtain the veurped 
rights of his people. Previously to the going against 
the Ammonites, he bound himself by a solemn oath, 
that if he ebtained the victory and returned triumphant, 
he would offer for a burnt offering to the Lord, what- 
ever came forth from bis doors to mect him on his re- 
turn. Alas! the best of men have their failings. Jepb 
thah, who had more than once given proofs of modera- 
tion in other respects, was rash, criminally rash in this 
He who could command bis passions, on tome occa- 
sions, now took a false, an inconsiderate, a hasty step 
which ruined bis peace and destroyed his happiness 
forever. Among the Jews, vows were considered in- 
violably sacred—no obligation could be deemed more 
binding. Here, however, there was no nevessity for 
making one. God had not promised Jephthah the vic- 
tory, on this condition. He who demands “ mercy, 
and not sacrifice,’ could not and would not demand a 
return so directly against reason and humanity. But 
the unhappy Jephthah had vowed, he had returned vic- 
torious, and he must folfil, he must make a sacrifice: 
but who or what was the victim to be offered? Good 
God! it was his daughter, his only child—the sole 
heiress to all his fame and fortune, that came forth to 
meet and congratulate him on his success, with every 
demonstration of joy, with instruments of music, and 
with heartfelt filial affection. Well might her distress- 
ed father rend bis clothes and exclaim, ** Alas! my 
daughter! thou hast brought me very low, and thou art 
one of them that trouble me: for! have opened my 
mouth to the Lord and I cannot go back.’ ‘Too well 
she knew the Jewish custom, not to be able to inter- 
pret the fatal meaning those words conveyed. Soon 
she knew something dreadful was about to befal her: 
she inquires no further—she resigns herself to his wil]— 
the only requests a little time to be allowed her to de- 
vote to the calls of mournful friend-hip—she obtains 11 
—and at the time appointed she returns, and without a 
single murmur she submits to her cruel fate. Who, on 
reading this account, can forbear to wish that some kind 
providence had prevented the sacrifice (as it did in the 
case of Isaac, when he was about to be offered) ani’ 
left her to be the joy, the comfort, and the support of 
her father in his declining years? It was not permitted 
—the atonement is made—and the wretched Jephthah 
becomes the murderer of his lovely, innocent, only 


child. Unhappy parent! Unhappy child! We can 





ecarcely tell whose situation requires the greater pity— 
the guilt of the former was unconscious, the sufferings 
of the latter were undeserved. 

(To be concluded in our next.) 
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ANOTHER VICTIM 
To the Doctrines of Endless Torture ! 





Messrs, Editors,— By inserting the following commy. 
nication with the remarks thereon, ip your useful Mag. 
azine, from the * Christian Spectator,’ you will oblige a 


constant reader. A FRIEND TO JUSTICE, 


‘ The following statement of a fact, is communicat. 
ed in the belief that it may be instrumenta! in saving 
some from a similar error aud Catastrophe. 

“In my psrish lived J. W. an industrious farmer, 
prosperous in buriness, single, sober, a good neighbor, 
and in a worldly view, an estimable man. He lived $6 
years. In the eorly part of his life, and to the age of 
about thirty, he had been a habituah attendant on the 
public worship of God. For several years, bis mind 
had been under serious impressions, sud at some sea- 
sons his exercises were of astrong character, which led 
him to inquire * what he must do to be saved. urged 
him to seek the conversation of his wimister, and to be 
much employed in religions concerns, But he queneh- 
He grew weary under such ansieties, 
and eought relief by desperate expedient, viz. by 
taking shelter under wiltul ignorance, 


ed the spirit 


He was well 
apprised that bis responsibility must be proportioned to 
his knowledge, but seemed to have overlooked the 
truth, that he was accountable for the means of acqui- 
sition, and for all bis advantages, as well as for the 
knowledge which he actually po-sessed. Le therefore 
resolved to envelop hisuself, as far as possible, in igno- 
rance. He entirely forsook the house of God, and all 
religious meetings, abandoned every attempt at prayer, 
shunned his minister, shut up his bible, and wished to 
avoid every word and every thought which related to 
God and religion. To inquiries into the reasons of his 
conduct, he uniformly repiied, that he wished to ligh- 
ten his condemnation by excluding knowledge ; and he 
would gladly have been changed to a heathen ora 
beast, as far as religious information was concerned.-~ 
He refused the remonstronces of faithful friends—his 
feelings were callous to the intreaties of affection—his 
ear was shut against warning—his mind was unassaila- 
ble by argument. In this state Le remained for years. 
He was retiring, reserved, clouded in his aspect, and 
notwithstanding his apparent peace, his mind was pro- 
bably corroded with habitual discontent. 

**] often visited the house, and occasionally found op- 
portunities of addressing him directly. | frequently 
questioned him respecting his viewe of religion, but 
could rarely obtain a reply, and then only as necessily 
constrained him, for the sake of passing off the conver 
sation. I pressed hun with the absurdity of his course, 
warned him of his danger, urged him by every motive 
to attend to tbe public exercises of the sabbath, and to 
other duties, but ali im vain. He had fixed the princir 
ple in his mind, that to avoid all instruction would be 
the happiest course for bim ; and although he made no 
attempt to defend it by argument, he was inflexible. 

* “‘Powards the close of his jife, his mind was greatly 
distressed, and at length bis horror became insupporta- 
ble. Month after month he appeared more disconso- 
late, quitted his business, seemed in a deep study, 06- 
casioned alarm to his friends, and was a burden to him- 
sell. 1 visited bim, though not at bis request, for be 
had no wish to see me. In this interview he was more 


five in couversation than | bad ever known hia to be. 
He was in great agitation and distress of mind, and he 
wished that God would i.awediately take him out of 
the world. I took the bible and explamed the gospel 
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to him, but he had no ear to hear. I asked him wheth- 
er he read the bible, to which he replied in the nega- 
tive, adding that he had not read it for a Jong time, and 
that he could not endure toread it. I asked him if he 
prayed, to which his reply was, that he could not 
pray, and that neither the bible nor prayer could do 
him any good. He did net, however, forbid me to pray 
with him. There had been a time, he said, when he 
might have found the blessings of religion, but that per- 
iod had Jong since departed—his fate was now settled 
—and the sooner he was out of the world the better. 
| endeavored to alarm him by presenting a view of the 
tendency of such sentiments, but without effect. With- 
in a week, he was found in the morning, suspended by 
the neck, dead. 

“| would suggest the following reflections on this 
melancholy case. 

‘“ 1, How empty and unsatisfying isthe world with- 
out God. ‘This man had an abandance. He chose a 
clove retreat for the purpose of destroying bimself, and 
there he hung, a dreadful spectacle, surrounded by his 
treasures, «2 wounded spiril who can bear 2 

2, Awakened sinners always resist the Holy 
Ghost. They see in some measure their condition, but 
they will not submit to God. Their opposition to the 
divine character is the only cause of their distress,— 
\Vhat a wonder of mercy that any are conquered and 
saved, So then hath he mercy on whom he will hare 
mercy. 

3. Men are as certainly accountable for wilful ig- 
porance, as for perverted knowledge. Neglecters of 
public worship are answerable for al) the instructions 
which they might have received from their spiritual 
watchmen. 

* 4, Those who forsake the house of God, or live 
in the neglect of divine appointments, are likely to ru- 
in their own souls. Yours, &c. B. 
‘* OcroBeR, 1822” 


REMARKS. 


We are not informed who this unhappy man was, 


designated by ‘J. W.* of where he resided. But we 
are told that he was an industrious farmer, prosperous 
in lis business, sober, a good neighbor, aud an estima- 


ble wan. Neither are we told who Mr. * B.’ was,but pre- 
suine by the pablicstion in which the melancholy story 
is found, be sust be + Calvinist preacher, most likely of 
the Baptist persuasion. It seems that the poor man 
had for some years attended seriously to that religion, 
no doubt with «n intention to satisfy bis mind, if possi- 
ble, lu that belief. According to the character given, 
he must have po-sessed too much good sense to receive 
the awful absurdities contained in that doctrine, and 
not a sutticient degree of vanity fo presume (much less 
firuly believe) he had a right to consider himself one of 
the favored few, exclusively appointed to salvation, 
while the great body of his fellow beings were doomed 
to endless woe, and perhaps much less able to see the 
justice or propriety of the non-elect being eternally 
damned, for not beliesing they were of the elect, —for 
it is well known such preachers boldly declare that 
they who are not elected are endlessly damned for un- 
belief,—when they know, and some of them acknowl- 
edge, there is nothing they can possibly believe which 
can save them, and should they have the confiience to 
believe they had eternal life in Christ (the fact not be- 
ing true) they must perish at last, with a lie in their 
right hand. It is reasonably to be supposed this un- 
happy man was, no doubt, wearied and perplexed with 
a repetition of such inconsistencies, aud at length gave 
himself up to dispair of ever obtaining an inheritance a- 
mong them which are sanctified. And to add to his 
distress, no doubt he was often reminded of the double 
condemnation which awaited such as were blessed with 
the means of grace, and with superior knowledge of di- 
vine things, should they not come up to theer standard 
of orthodoxy, of which he had given up all hope. At 
length he came to a determinuiion to proceed no far- 
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ther, least he should still add to the dreadful weight o! 
misery which awaited him, and withdrew from their 
society. 

But alas! he had gone too far. He could not forge 
the gloomy ideas, early implanted in bis breast, of the 
wratbful, unrelenting, and merciless character of God 
in a future state, all which considerations loading him 
with such an insupportable weight of distress, that in 
a fitof dispair he is tempted. to put a period to his 
present existence. 

Father of mercies how long wilt thou permit the god 
of this world to blind the minds of the children of men, 
and keep out of their sight the things which belong to 
their peace, and doth not a just and righteous retribu- 
tion await those who by their hard speeches uttered 
against thee, have caused a weak brother to perish for 
whom Christ died. A FRIEND TO JUSTICE, 


b> - ) 4a 
From the (N. Y.) Gospel Herald. 
ANOTHER VICTIM 
Yo the Doctrine of Endless Torture. 


A young man, named John Brown, near Morristown, 
N. J. recently became the happy subject of conversion, 
under the preaching of the Rev. Mr. Ford, and his 
wind harrowed with the belief of endless torments for 
sinners in a fulure world. This young man’s sinceri/y 
proved bis destruction. The tremendous doctrine of 
the modern Moloch, was more than he could bear. Jn- 
sanily and despair was the consequence of Mr Ford's 
gospel! Instead of breathing ** peace and good will lo 
men,”’ it breathed * firebrands, arrows and death.” — 
The distracted swbject of this conversion attempted to 
seek for relief in suicide ; but was prevented ! * Death,» 
however, * the friend to the wretch whom every friend 
forsakes,” kindly came to his aid; and he left, in des- 
pair, a world, where the pretended gospel of life and 
peace is heard, thundering anathemas, war. and death. 

Thus is added another to the long list of victims to 
Jesus Christ ** healed al! manner 
His pretended tollow- 


sanctimonious error, 
of diseases among the people.” 
ers, instead of healing diseases, afflict men with mental 
sickness, the worst and most incurable complaint that 
ever troubled wretched man. Jesus Christ never drove 
men to insanity. On the contrary, be relieved the suf- 
ferer, aud blessed him with the gracious words that fel] 
from his lips. His pretended followers destroy the 
comforts and hopes of men, and curse them with threat- 
enings of endless wretchedness. Do we not read, 


i** How beauliful upon the mountaine are the feet of 


him that preacheth peace?’ Do we not see, in these 
terrible effects, the deformily of the feet of those who 
preach war ? 

Reader, ** Gop 1s Loves.” 
hatred, 


The modern Moloch is 


—_-_--— 


New Society of Universalists. 


The Univerealists at Lechmere’s Point,* have re- 
cently been incorporated by an act of the Legislature, 
into a society, by the name of ** The Second Univer- 
sulist Society, in Cambridge.” The members were 
called together by a warrant from Peter Tufts, jr. Esq. 
on Wednesday. 12th inst. when, after prayer was offer- 
ed by Mr. Whittemore, of the first Society, they or- 
ganized themselves by choosing their officers, as fo)- 
lows:—Mr. Caleb Hayden, Clerk » Mr. Ezra Stone, 
Treasurer; Messrs. David Daley, Simeon Southwick, 
and Levi Orcutt, Siandang Commitiee. May the Lord 


cause them to increase in numbers, knowledge and 
union. 


* [his is the eastern section of Cambridge, properly 
belonging to the por/, containing Dear eight hundred 
inhabitants. 
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Rev. Mr. Turner’s Sermon. 


In this enlightened age it is unnecessary to 
prove, that men have a right to declare their 
‘ religious opinions, in the most open and public 
manner ;’ and his attempts are always vain, who 
labors to substantiate that which every one ac- 
knowledges. 1 blame no man for declaring his 
views in a proper way, but yet he must be re- 
sponsible for what he says. If he publicly de- 
clares that my religious views ‘set aside the 
scheme of salvation by Christ,’ and thus adver- 
tises me an infidel, * he must abide the conse- 
quences.’ 

It is not my intention to minutely examine 
Mr. Turner’s Sermon, but to notice such parts . 
of it as appear the most exceptionable. 

1. Of Repentance. Mr. Turner says, ‘ I be- 
lheve in the saivation of all men, in the way pre- 
scribed in the gospel, which is repentance unto 
life.” He thinks if we do not repent in this life,. 
we Shall be miserable in a future state. Nowl 
would a-k the candid public whether they 
suppose that infants who hardly have time to be 
born and die, are to be puuished in a future 
state? No one probably will contend that such 
repent. They never having commitied any 
sin, willnever need repentance; they will have 
nothing to repent of. What is repentance ?— 
Sorrow for sin. It must be proved that infanis 
sin then, before it can be proved that they 
need repentance. Our Saviour said, * except 
ye be converted and become as little children, 
ye shall not enter into the kingdom of heaven.’ 
These ‘little chtidren’ then must have been ho- 
ly, and, therefore, they needed no repentance. 
Now, if it be true, as Mr. T. contends, that no 
one can be saved except those that repent, in- 
fants must be eternally miserable. And this is 
not all, We must include idiots. among those 
who need no repentance. These and infants 
comprehend a great number of the human race, 
who cannot, fron the circumstances of their be- 
ing, need repentance; and tnust all these be 
endlessly miserable ? 

Il. Mr. 'T’. intimates on his 9th page, that it 
does not belong to him to prove from the serip- 
ture that the doctrine of future punishment is 
trae, but to its unbelievers te prove that it is not. 
Here | think Mr. ‘Tl. is wrong once more. He 
has published to the world that an opposite duc- 
trine ‘sets aside the scheme of salvation by 
Christ.’ Is he not bound to prove this ? and ‘it 
he is, is he not bound to prove that this doctrine 
is unscriptural ? Mr. ‘I. contends that those 
who deny the doctrine of future punishment, 
deny an important doctrine of the Christian Re- 
ligion? Ishe not bound to prove this? ‘lhe 
great question to be answered is this; Do the 
scriptures teach the doctrine of punishment in 
another world? If they do, we must believe it ; 
if they do not, we are not nequired by God to 
believe it. He contends that they do. | differ 
from him so much that I contend they do not.— 
Now the question arises, does it not belong to 





him to prove thattheydo? Does it not belong. 
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to him to bring forward the passages which | é 
prove it? If there be one passage to prove it, torment, think fear 1s useful, and this only be- 
he can bring it forward, he could have quoted it. 


into his sermon. 1 hand him the Bible, and tell be seen and apprehended. 


‘him it is silent apen the subject of punishment bles when he passes by the prison, the gallows, | 
because they remind him that his punishment is} ed by the most powerful of all incentives to do 


hereafter. He says itis not, but on the contra- 


ry, he says it proves it. Does it not belong to near, The coward will boast, and defy the en-! 


him to bring forward that part of it which proves emy, if he be at a distance, and oat of sight ; but 


mine. 
Let us illustrate this. Mr. T.meetsa manin, him. Now it can be easily seen in what way 

the street who tells him that all the stars in) fear has the best effect. 

heaven wiil fall on Boston common next week.| Fear is necessary to deter men from commit- 

Mr, T. doubts it. Ah! say the man, the Bible | ting sin; but it never makes aman holy and 


right, those ‘who reject the doctrine of future | they believe a very demoralizing theory, t 

‘are good men, yes, as good too as those who 
cause God has placed its objects where they can | 
The robber trem-| Well, if they, under such disadvantageous cir, 


saysso. Does it belong to Mr. T. to bring for- 


it by the Bible. He tells me that some men 
will be punished hereafter. 1 tell him I do uot 


believe it. He says then, that I donot believe} keep my words.’ Although | have been very 


the Bible; for that teaches it. I teil him } 
think that the Bible does not teacht. Does it) 
not belong to him to bring forward those passa- | 
ges which he thinks prove it? If I were con- | 
tending with a man who said that the Bible does } 
not say that Jesus is the Saviour of the world, || 
should think it my duty to quote to him those , 
passages which assert that he is. \r. ‘Tl’. sets ap 
the doctrine of future punixhment as a sine qua | 
non in religion. Without it Jesus Christ cannot! 
be the Saviour of the world. He has made his | 
complaint against his brethren publicly. He has| 
decryed their doctrine as licentious and un- 
scriptural ; and now he contends that it does | 
not belong to him to prove it, but for his breth-| 
ren to prove that it is not so. Upon this prin-' 
ciple, if a man is accused before the tribunal of | 
his country of a crime, it does not belong to the | 
accuser to prove his accusation. 

lil. Mr. T. says, ‘It is objected that fear is 
unnecessary, and the exercise of it servile and 
degrading, and that it has no place in religion, 
and no agency in the recovery of the sinner, or 
in deterring him from wickedness.’ Mr. T’. has 
here, in my opinion, misrepresented his oppo- 
nents, and this is ungenerous. I know not what 
may have been privately said; but 1 never 
knew a person, believer in future punishment, 
er not, who denied the utility of fear. We all 
costend that it is a useful principle, and that 
God would never have implanted it within us, 
were it not. [am willing to shew in what way 
I think fear to be useful. In order to operate 
upon the mind by fear, wisdom would place the 
object of it in the state where the principle ex- 
isted. It is to be doubted that the idea of pun- 
ishment hereafter operates very powerfully up- 
on the fears of men. Then to make fear useful, 
yon must place the object of it near to it. Lf a 
person were about my dwelling whol had good 
reason to think meant to set it on fire, and I 
wished to operate upon his fears to get him a- 
way, should | inform him that if he did not go, 
I would see that he was punished ina futare 
state, or that | would have an officer of the po- 


‘good. It may make a man refrain from commit- 


ward a passage to prove that the stars will not) ting sin, but it will never make him hate it, and 


thns and then fall? No; it belongs to the} 
man who maintains that they will to prove | 


| and holy? Doesit give them a spirit of love to 


love God. ‘ We love him,’ (not because we are 
afraid he will punish us in a future state, but) 
‘because he first loved us’ is the testimony of 
‘ohn. Jesus says, ‘if aman love me, he will 


brief, | trust [have said enough to shew that we 
do not say that ‘fear is unnecessary, or that it 
has no agency in deterring the sinner from 
wickeduess.’ 

But does Mr. T, rely upon the fear of future 
punishment to make men religious and holy ? 
| would not give one cent for all the religion 


that ever was produced by sucha motive. Ide-| 


sire to ask him to contemplate the effeet of tins 
fear upon Roman Catholics; for they all be- 
lieve in a future limited discipiine, which ts call- 
ed‘ Purgatory.’ Does it make them religious 


Godand man? Does it make them compas- 
sionate and charitable? Does it prevent them 
from burning their tellows mortal, at the stake ? 
Does it puta stop to the murderous inquisition ? 
Does it stop the celebration of auto ao fes ?— 
Does it make the l:centious Pope holy, and de- 
ter him from wickeduess? No. Has it caused 
him to cease from requiring the auricular con- 
fessions and monastic vows 2? Does it stop the 
sale of indulgences? Did it prevent John Te 
zel from selling them, and from crying that * as 
soon as the money jingles in the coffer, the soul 
jumps into heaven?” No. As moralizing as 
the theory of future discipline may be, it never 
prevented those people from committing such 
abominable wickedness. Yet it was the popu- 
lar sentiment of their church. 

In the latter part of his sermon, Mr. T. has ab- 
surdiy paralleled the doctrine of no futare pun- 
ishment with the doctrine of Calvinism. He 
thinks that the doctrine of Calvin is of a very 
licentious tendency. Calvin believed in eternal 
misery and this led him to be unmerciful, un- 
charitable, cruel, &c. What is the reverse of 
eternal misery? ‘The doctrine of no future 
punishment Its tendency then must be direct- 
fy contrary. As the one leads to evil, the other 
must to goodness; aid yet he bas classed them 
together and made them one in tendency. Can 
two entire opposites produce the same effects ? 

But still he would not have any one think 
that he means that the believers in no future 








lice after him immediately? If l have learned 


punishment are immoral men. No. Although 
. 
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hold the theory of future limited punishmen; 
, 
cumstances do as well as those who are prompt. 


well, let them have the credit of it. Howeyep 
I am not much afraid of that sentiment which 


it? Let the unprejudiced and judicious deter-; when the day of battle comes, and the enemy | does not make ‘any man vicious.’ And | a 


| approaches, the coward’s heart will melt within | willing to leave it to God, whose penetrating eve 


can search our hearts, whether those who be. 
lieve in no punishment hereafter are worse 
than others. If they are not, there is no need 
of decrying their sentiment as licentious, nor of 
saying that it ‘sets aside the scheme of salya. 
tion by Christ.’ Tt. W, 
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Messrs. Editors,—The following piece is selected 
from a neat little volume lately published, entitled, 
* Jopitm Estar, and other Poems, by a lover of the 
fine arts. Perheps it will be new and pleasing to 
your poetical readers. 

Yours, Lay PReacuer. 


Se 


Song of an Indian Mother. 


Soft in thy earthly cradle sleep, 
Fast tal.ing teare thy bosom steep, 
Yet why, my first born, should | weep 
That thou art gone? 
The little bird when fledged and grown, 
Fur trow its fostering parent flown, 
Must seek a sustenance alone, 
Aud many a thorn, 


And many a seed of bitter taste 
Are in the shady forest plac’d, 
Acd lovely fruits upon the waste 
Fell poisons hide. 
Why do the drops that dew thee, flow ? 
At least, thou never now canst know, 
Of treacherous man the wiles and wo 
And wounded pride. 


The spring’s young buds, that blighted lay, 

Ere yet the ripening beams of day 

Called forth their perfumes, pass away 
Like thee my son. 

Ah, happy in a doom like tbis! 

While yet thou knewest but the bliss 

Of a fond mother’s smile and kiss, 
Forever gone. 


———a> 0: 0 alae 


Errata. In the 35th number the reference to the 
text of Mr. Whittemore’s sermon was wrongly printed; 
it should be Joan viii. 21, instead of Jonn xu. 21. 

Also, in the first piece of poetry in our last, in the 3d 
line of the 2d stanza, for prohibition read prelibaltone 
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MARRIED, 

In this city, by the Rev. Mr. Ballou, Mr. Charles 
Cummings to Miss Eliza Smith. 

By the Rev. Mr. Lowell, Mr. Truman R. Halburt to 
Mise Ruth Nichols, of Cohasset. 

In Roxbury, by the Rev. Hosea Ballou, 2d. Mr. 
John C. Seaver to Miss Mary Shepard. 

In New-York, Lt. Charles Williamson, of the U. 5+ 
navy, to Miss Susan T. Watkins, of Elizabethtown,N.!. 
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